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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1-12 and 1 5-40 are pending in the application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action; 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-12 and 15-40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Gibbons et al (hereafter Gibbons) (U.S. Publication 2004/0034853). 

4. Gibbons was cited in the last office action. 

5. As to claim 8, Gibbons teaches a method, comprising: 

receiving at a client device a request for information describing available applications 
[pg. 6, paragraph 74, lines 5-9 and paragraph 75]; 

generating by the client device in a wireless browser independent manner an initiation 
request for information describing available applications and for a link to an application 
descriptor corresponding to each respective available application [pg. 4, paragraph 50, lines 14- 
1 7 and paragraph 56; pg. 6, paragraphs 75-76]; and 
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in response to the initiation request, receiving from an application server computer 
through a network server computer at least one application choices and corresponding links [pg. 
4, paragraphs 52-54; Figs. 1-2; pg. 6, paragraph 81]. 

6. Gibbons does not specifically teach the application descriptor including attributes to 
allow a determination by the client device as to whether the respective application is suitable for 
the client device. However, Gibbons disclosed Wireless Application Descriptor (hereafter 
WAD) that specifies metadata elements of Download Object (hereafter DO) and corresponding 
metadata attributes [pg. 5, paragraphs 61-70; Table 1] and capability matching performed via 
content descriptor(s) (files) during object discovery which allows the Download Application of 
the (hereafter DA) of a Mobile Terminal (hereafter MT) device to only access DO compatible 
with the MT [pg. 6, paragraph 79; pg. 9, paragraphs 119-121]. 

7. It would have been obvious to one of an ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the known method of downloading link to descriptors for determining 
operations to performed on application [pg. 5, paragraphs 61-64 and 71] to incorporate the 
determination of a suitable application for the client device [pg. 6, paragraph 79] to achieve the 
predictable result of downloading a suitable application for the device. 

8. As to claim 1, this claim is rejected for the same reason as claim 8 above (from the 
perspective of the domain where the download object is downloaded from and the Application 
Download Server (hereafter ADS) [pg. 6, paragraph 80; Figs. 1-2]). 



» 
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9. As to claim 2, Gibbons teaches the invention substantially as claimed including receiving 
from the client device a request for an application descriptor, said request comprising a link to 
the application descriptor; and transmitting said application descriptor to said client device [pg. 
6, paragraph 76, lines 4-5 and paragraph 80]. 

10. As to claim 3, this claim is rejected for the same reason as claim 2 above. In addition, 
Gibbons teaches retrieving the selected application; and transmitting the selected application to 
the client device [pg. 6, paragraph 81]. 

11. As to claim 4, Gibbons teaches the invention substantially as claimed including wherein 
the client device is one of a computer, a handheld device, a personal digital assistant, and a 
wireless mobile telephone [pg. 1, paragraph 5]. 

12. As to claim 5, Gibbons teaches the invention substantially as claimed including wherein 
the at least one server computer comprises at least one of a network server and an application 
server [pg. 4, paragraph 57, lines 8-10]. 

13. As to claim 6, this claim is rejected for the same reason as claim 5 above. 
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14. As to claim 7, Gibbons teaches the invention substantially as claimed including wherein 
the link is one of a uniform resource locator and a uniform resource identifier [pg. 5, paragraph 
64; pg. 6, paragraph 76]. 

15. As to claim 35, Gibbons teaches the invention substantially as claimed including wherein 
the determination by the client device includes whether the client device has a suitable operating 
environment for the respective application [pg. 1, paragraph 1 1; pg. 5, paragraph 69], 

16. As to claim 36, Gibbons teaches the invention substantially as claimed including wherein 
the determination by the client device includes whether the client device has sufficient memory 
to store and execute the respective application [pg. 2, paragraph 14, lines 17-20; pg. 5, paragraph 
59, lines 2-4; Tables 1 and 3]. 

17. As to claim 37, Gibbons teaches the invention substantially as claimed including wherein 
the determination by the client device includes whether a display for the client device is 
compatible with the respective application [pg. 2, paragraph 14, lines 8-15; pg. 9, paragraph 120, 
line 10; Table 3]. 

18. As to claim 16, this claim is rejected for the same reason as claims 1 and 8 above. In 
addition, Gibbons teaches a wide area network interconnecting the at least one server computer 
and the client device [100, Fig. 1]. 
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19. As to claim 17, this claim is rejected for the same reason as claims 2 and 3 above. 

20. As to claims 18-21, these claims are rejected for the same reason as claims 4-7 above. 

21 . As to claim 26, this claim is rejected for the same reason as claim 8 above. In addition, 
Gibbons teaches an input device [pg. 9, paragraphs 111, 113]; output device [375, Fig. 3]; 
memory for storing instructions and a processor [pgs. 1-2, paragraphs 12, 14 and 28; abstract]. 

22. As to claim 27, this claim is rejected for the same reason as claims 1, 6 and 26 above. In 
addition, Gibbons teaches a content/application download model [pg. 1, paragraphs 6-7; pg. 7, 
paragraph 87]. 

23. As to claim 28, Gibbons teaches the invention substantially as claimed including 
determining from the application descriptor whether an application is suitable for downloading; 
and upon a determination that the application is suitable for downloading to the client device, 
downloading the application [pg. 6, paragraphs 79-81; pg. 9, paragraph 1 19; Figs. 6 and 8]. 

24. As to claim 29, this claim is rejected for the same reason as claim 7 above. 

25. As to claim 22, this claim is rejected for the same reason as claims 1 and 26 above. 



26. 



As to claims 23-25, these claims are rejected for the same reason as claims 2-4 above. 
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27. As to claim 9, this claim is rejected for the same reason as claim 27 above. In addition, 
Gibbons does not specifically teach displaying at the client device the application requested. 
However, Gibbons disclosed displaying information about DO (applications) [pg. 4, paragraph 
56; pg. 6, paragraph 76], executing applications [pg. 1, paragraph 6] and icons that can be 
display on a GUI of a mobile device to represent application [pg. 9, paragraph 117; pgs. 9-10, 
paragraphs 122, 125; pg. 1 1, paragraph 131-132]. It would have been obvious to one of an 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made, to further improve on the teaching of 
Gibbons by displaying application downloaded at the client device to provide a visual indication 
to user for the ease of invoking the application for execution visually. 

28. As to claim 10, this claim is rejected for the same reason as claim 28 above. 

29. As to claim 1 1 , this claim is rejected for the same reason as claim 4 above. 

30. As to claim 12, this claim is rejected for the same reason as claim 7 above. 

31. As to claim 15, this claim is rejected for the same reason as claim 9 above. In addition, 
Gibbons teaches wherein the content/application download model is one of java application 
management system, binary runtime environment for wireless, and CoD [pg. 1, paragraphs 7 and 
87]. 
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32. As to claims 38-40, these claims are rejected for the same reason as claims 35-37 above. 

33. As to claim 30, this claim is rejected for the same reason as claim 1 above. 

34. As to claim 31, this claim is rejected for the same reason as claim 3 above. 

35. As to claim 32, this claim is rejected for the same reason as claim 8 above. 

36. As to claims 33-34, these claims are rejected for the same reason as claims 9 and 1 5 
above. 

Response to Arguments 

37. Applicant's arguments filed 6/13/07 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

38. In the remarks, Applicant argued in substance that: 

a. Gibbons does not disclose "generating . . .in a wireless browser independent 
manner...". 

b. Gibbons does not disclose 

1 ) an application descriptor 

2) link to an application descriptor and 
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3) an application descriptor including attributes to allow a determination by a 
client device as to whether the respective application is suitable for the 
client device. 

c. Gibbons does not disclose a network server as stated by the Examiner. 

d. Claim 15 recites different language from claim 9, and no explanation is given as 
to how Gibbons discloses this language. 

39. Examiner respectfully traversed Applicant's remarks: 

40. As to point (a), the examiner respectfully disagrees and submits that Gibbons' system can 
be implemented in various network environments, which includes a wireless network 
environment [pg. 4, paragraph 50; 100, Fig. 1], and user (through the MT) initiating 
downloading of a DO through a DA in which the DA is a MT device application for retrieving a 
list of available DO for download from an ADS in communication with the wireless network 
environment [pg. 4, paragraph 52; 105, Fig. 1; pg. 6, paragraphs 74-75] which clearly satisfy the 
limitation above. 

41 . As to points (bl-b2), the examiner respectfully disagrees and submits that Gibbons 
clearly teaches an application descriptor and a link to the application descriptor [pg. 6, paragraph 
76]. In addition, applicant is reminded that claimed subject matter, not the specification, is the 
measure of invention. Limitations in the specification cannot be read into the claims for the 
purpose of avoiding the prior art. If Applicant believes the limitation is important feature of the 
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invention, it should be incorporated into the claims for further consideration. In re Self , 213 
USPQ 1,5 (CCPA 1982); In re Priest , 199 USPQ 11,15 (CCPA 1978). 

42. As to point (b3), see paragraphs 6-7 above. 

43. As to point (c), the examiner respectfully disagrees and submits that the mapping is 
directed to the ADS (Application Download Server) which clearly satisfy the limitation of a 
network server. 

44. As to point (d), clarification to the rejection of claim 1 5 have been provided, please see 
rejection in regards to claim 15 above. 

45. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
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however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

46. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Qing-Yuan Wu whose telephone number is (571) 272-3776. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:30am-6:00pm Monday-Thursday and alternate Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, William Thomson can be reached on (571) 272-371 8. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
7applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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